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before. We are asked to suppose that possibly the
stone was picked up in the morning, that the man
who picked it up was engaged in a serious fight
during the day, that he came out of it victorious,
and that he very naturally ascribed to the stone the
secret of his success. He would afterwards, so we
are told, have kept that stone for luck; it might
very likely have proved lucky more than once; in
fact, those stones only which proved lucky more than
once would have had a chance of surviving as fetishes.
It would then have been believed to possess some
supernatural power, to be not a mere stone but some-
thing else, a powerful spirit, entitled to every honour
and worship which the lucky possessor could bestow
on it or on him.

This whole process, we are assured, is perfectly
rational in its very irrationality. Nor do I deny it;
I only doubt whether it exhibits the irrationality of
an uncultured mind. Is not the whole process of
reasoning, as here described, far more in accordance
with modern than with ancient and primitive thoughts?
Nay, I ask, can we conceive it as possible except when
men were already far advanced in their search after
the infinite, and in full possession of those very con-
cepts, the origin of which we want to have explained
to us?

Are savages like children P

It was formerly supposed that the psychological
problem involved in fetishism could be explained by
a mere reference to children playing with their dolls,
or hitting the chair against which they had hit
themselves. This explanation, however, has long